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FINAL FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI)
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR THE REPLACEMENT OF
WATER RESERVOIRS

TRAVIS AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA

Introduction

This Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) was prepared in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969; Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations
for implementing the procedural provisions of NEPA, 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
1500 through 1508; and The Environmental Impact Analysis Process, 32 CFR 989. The decision in
this FONSI is based on information contained in the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
Replacement of Water Reservoirs at Travis Air Force Base (AFB). The purpose of the EA is to
determine the extent of environmental impacts that might result from proposed improvements at
Travis AFB and to evaluate whether these impacts, if any, would be significant.

The objectives of this action are to replace the existing, deteriorating water reservoirs, which are
concrete storage tanks identified on the Travis AFB Real Property Inventory as Buildings 1516,
1518, and 1520, with new, larger steel reservoirs designed to meet state environmental and health
and safety requirements for drinking water storage and Travis AFB Water Master Plan
requirements. The three reservoirs hold water that is used to meet the potable water needs of
Travis AFB. The potable water needs at the Base include drinking, washing, and firefighting

capacity. The existing reservoirs were built in the 1940s and 1950s and have reached the end of
their functional lives.

Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives

The alternatives that have been analyzed to accomplish the action include the No Action
Alternative and the Proposed Action. To be considered a reasonable alternative for water
storage, the alternative should meet or exceed state Health and Safety Code requirements for
water storage; comply with U.S. Air Force (Air Force) and Department of Defense planning and
design manuals, design standards, and safety requirements for drinking water operations; meet
the Travis AFB Water Master Plan requirements; be environmentally sound; and avoid or
minimize impacts to natural resources.

The Air Force proposes to demolish and replace existing water reservoir Buildings 1516, 1518,
and 1520. Replacement of the reservoirs would be in place. Demolition and construction of the
reservoirs would be phased to maintain water pressure and volume required for the Base water
supply and firefighting capabilities. Tank demolition and construction would take between 8
and 12 months for each tank.

No alternatives other than the No Action and the Proposed Action are discussed in the EA.
Options that were considered but rejected because they did not meet the selection criteria
included building at other locations, depending on neighboring cities for water supply needs,
refurbishing the three existing reservoirs, and constructing fewer tanks larger in size than the
proposed reservoirs. The No Action Alternative was carried forward for analysis in accordance
with Air Force Regulation 32 CFR 989.8 (d). The Proposed Action is the only alternative that
meets the selection criteria and would have no significant adverse effect on the natural or human
environment.
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Decision

Based on the review of the EA, the Air Force has decided to proceed with the demolition and
replacement of water reservoir Buildings 1516, 1518, and 1520. The potential impacts to the
human and natural environment have been evaluated relative to the existing environment. For
each environmental resource or issue, anticipated direct and indirect effects have been assessed,
considering both short-term and long-term project effects.

Only minor, short-term, insignificant impacts would be expected from implementation of the
Proposed Action listed in the EA. During construction and operation, the Proposed Action
would result in less than significant impacts or no effects to air quality, noise, hazardous
materials, hazardous waste, stored fuels, biological resources, land use, cultural resources,
transportation systemns, airspace/ airfield operations, safety and occupational health,
environmental management, and environmental justice. During construction, the Proposed
Action would provide short-term, socioeconomic benefits through the generation of
construction jobs. During operation, the Proposed Action would have a beneficial impact on the
water supply because existing reservoir deterioration would be eliminated and water storage
capacity would increase.

Overall, the analysis for this EA indicates that the demolition and construction of water reservoir
Buildings 1516, 1518, and 1520 as described under the Proposed Action would not result in or
contribute to significant negative cumulative or indirect impacts to the resources in the region.

Conclusion

In accordance with the CEQ regulations implementing NEPA and the Air Force Environmental
Impact Analysis Process, the Air Force concludes that the Proposed Action will have no
significant impact on the quality of the human environment and that the preparation of an
environmental impact statement is not warranted.

A copy of the EA was made available for public review at the Fairfield-Suisun Community
Library, the Vacaville Public Library, and the Mitchell Memorial Library at Travis AFB from
10 - 24 March 2005. No comments were received from the public.

Captain Jeremiah Frost, USAF
60 CES/CEVP

411 Airmen Drive

Travis AFB, California 94535

SIGNED:

% M pATE:_30 Mar s~

LYK D. SHERLOCK, Colonel, USAF
Commander, 60th Air Mobility Wing (AMC)
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Executive Summary

Introduction

The U.S. Air Force (Air Force) Air Mobility Command proposes to demolish and replace
three water reservoirs, which are concrete storage tanks identified on the Real Property
Inventory as Buildings 1516, 1518, and 1520, at Travis Air Force Base (AFB or Base). The
purpose of this Environmental Assessment (EA) is to determine whether the Proposed
Action would have a significant adverse effect on the quality of the environment. In
accordance with Air Force Regulations (Title 32 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 989,
Environmental Impact Analysis Process), an EA is the appropriate documentation. A
Categorical Exclusion is not applicable because the Proposed Action does not meet the
criteria for preparing such a document. In addition, an Environmental Impact Statement is
not required because impacts potentially resulting from the Proposed Action would not be
significant.

Purpose and Need for the Action

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to demolish and replace water reservoir

Buildings 1516, 1518, and 1520 at Travis AFB in a manner protective of human health and
the environment. The reservoirs are used to store water that is used to meet Travis AFB’s
potable water needs. The potable water needs at the Base include drinking, washing, and
firefighting capacity. The three existing reservoirs were built in the 1940s and 1950s and
have reached the end of their functional lives. Travis AFB currently has a drinking water
storage capacity of 6.2 million gallons, of which approximately 3.7 million gallons are stored
in these three water reservoirs. Another 2.5 million gallons are stored in Building 1512, an
adequate reservoir situated adjacent to Building 1520. The following deficiencies are
intended to be resolved by the Proposed Action:

e The reservoirs have been cited by the California Department of Health Services for
violations of the state Health and Safety Code such as deterioration, lack of overflows,
rust, and cracks.

e The existing water storage capacity is deficient based on the Travis AFB Water Master
Plan, which requires 10.5 million gallons of water storage at Travis AFB.

o The existing reservoirs could compromise the Base’s firefighting capabilities if tank
pressure were to fail due to a deteriorating reservoir.

Description of Proposed Alternatives

The alternatives analyzed in this EA are the No Action Alternative and the Proposed Action.
Reasonable alternatives for water storage at Travis AFB should accomplish the following in
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

a cost-efficient and cost-effective manner, with minimal impact to human health and natural
resources:

e Meet or exceed state Health and Safety Code requirements for water storage

e Comply with Air Force and Department of Defense planning and design manuals,
design standards, and safety requirements for drinking water operations

e Meet the storage requirements of the Base Water Master Plan
¢ Be environmentally sound and avoid or minimize impacts to natural resources

The No Action Alternative is carried forward for consideration in accordance with Title 32
of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 989.8(d).

Other options were considered, but were rejected because they did not meet the selection
criteria. Replacing the reservoirs in new locations would require constructing extensive
interconnections, system controls, and other features that already exist at the current
locations. This option would not only involve unnecessary construction, but would also be
cost-prohibitive and require more environmental analysis than the Proposed Action.

Dependence on neighboring cities for water supply was considered but rejected because it
would be inconsistent with the Base mission, adequate supply could not be secured, and
supply availability could not be guaranteed.

The Base Water Master Plan requires 10.5 million gallons of water storage. Travis AFB
considered refurbishing the three existing reservoirs to meet this supply requirement but
determined that refurbishing was technically infeasible because the reservoirs were too
deteriorated. Furthermore, consolidating the reservoirs into one or two reservoirs larger in
size than the proposed replacement reservoirs was deemed impractical and not a technically
viable option because the proposed reservoirs are the largest used in standard application.

The Proposed Action was the only alternative that met all of the selection criteria.

Alternative 1 — No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, the three existing water reservoirs would not be replaced
and would continue to be used.

Water reservoir Building 1516 is rectangular, concrete, and mostly underground; water
reservoir Buildings 1518 and 1520 are round, aboveground concrete tanks. The current
combined storage capacity of the three reservoirs is approximately 3.7 million gallons (see
Table ES-1). Travis AFB owns the reservoirs, and operates the drinking water distribution
system under a state permit.

ES-2 RDD/050210001 (CAH2931.DOC)



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

TABLE ES-1
Dimensions of Existing and Proposed Replacement Water Reservoirs
Environmental Assessment for Replacement of Water Reservoirs, Travis Air Force Base, California

Existing Reservoir Proposed Replacement
Capacity Capacity
Reservoir (Gallons) Dimensions (Gallons) Dimensions
110’ in diameter
Building 1512 2,500,000 35 high Reservoir is sufficient; replacement is not needed
o 156’ long 122’ in diameter
Building 1516 700,000 L 3,000,000 L
113’ wide 35’ high
o 115’ in diameter
Building 1518 1,000,000 . 2,000,000
15’ high
136’ in di t 122’ in di t
Building 1520 2,000,000 n diameter 3,000,000 n diameter
23’ high 35’ high

Alternative 2 - Proposed Action

The Air Force proposes to demolish and replace the three existing water reservoirs.
Replacement of the reservoirs would be in place. Engineering designs have been prepared
for the proposed cylindrical, aboveground steel tanks that would replace Buildings 1516 and
1520. Demolition and construction of the reservoirs would be phased to maintain water
pressure and volume required for the Base water supply and firefighting capabilities. Tank
demolition and construction would be done in the following order: (1) Building 1520, (2)
Building 1516, and (3) Building 1518. Water reservoir Buildings 1520 and 1516 would be
constructed in 2006 and 2007. Reservoir Building 1518 would be replaced in 2007 or 2008.
Tank demolition and construction would take between 8 and 12 months for each tank.

Environmental Consequences

The EA provides the regulatory background, as applicable, for the various environmental
resource areas and evaluates potential impacts resulting from demolition, construction and
operation of the water reservoirs. The potential impacts to the human and natural
environments were evaluated by comparing the Proposed Action to the No Action
Alternative. The subsection for each environmental resource or issue assesses the
anticipated direct and indirect impacts, considering both short- and long-term effects.

Air Quality

Alternative 1

Under this alternative, construction would not occur and air pollutant emissions would not
be generated. Emissions from operations would not change from current conditions.

Alternative 2

The Proposed Action could cause temporary, short-term adverse impacts to air quality as a
result of demolition and construction emissions. Impacts from demolition and construction
would be localized and limited to the duration of the construction activities. Potential
impacts are expected to be less than significant.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The operation of the new reservoirs would be similar to operation of the existing reservoirs.
Because there would not be any additional emission sources associated with operation of
the new reservoirs, no emissions increases would occur. Therefore, there would be no
impact to air quality from operation of the replacement reservoirs.

Noise

Alternative 1

Implementing the No Action Alternative would not result in construction activities.
Therefore, no construction noise would occur. Current operational noise levels are not
expected to change.

Alternative 2

Water reservoir Building 1518 is closest to housing, approximately 100 feet from the nearest
house. Water reservoir Buildings 1516 and 1520 are approximately 300 and 150 feet from
the nearest house, respectively. Residential housing located near the Proposed Action
would experience an increase in noise from construction. Construction activities would
occur during the day, when fewer residents are at home. The increase in noise should be
minor and temporary. Construction activities are not expected to result in significant noise
impacts.

Other noise-sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Proposed Actions sites are the Child
Development Center, Center Elementary School, and the chapel located in Building 7766.
However, because these receptors are relatively long distances from the Proposed Action
sites, noise levels are expected to dissipate to levels that are not significantly different from
background conditions.

Hazardous Materials, Wastes, ERP Sites, and Stored Fuels

Both project alternatives would generate hazardous and nonhazardous waste. Travis AFB
has procedures in place for handling and disposing of wastes, hazardous materials, and
fuels. Compliance with waste management procedures would reduce potential impacts to
less than significant levels. Neither the current facility locations nor the Proposed Action
are located on or near stored fuel locations or ERP sites; therefore, impacts to stored fuel
locations or ERP sites are not anticipated.

Alternative 1

Implementation of the No Action Alternative would not result in changes to current waste
production or waste management practices.

Alternative 2

The Proposed Action would involve the demolition and replacement of three water storage
facilities. The demolition phase of the Proposed Action would generate some waste. Prior
to demolition, a recycling plan would be submitted to Environmental Flight to ensure that
materials generated during demolition are appropriately recycled. Whenever practicable,
materials generated during demolition would be used for the construction of the new water
storage tanks. The amount of waste produced during demolition and construction is
expected to be less than significant. Compliance with standard waste handling and disposal
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guidelines would reduce potential impact from waste handling and disposal to less than
significant levels.

All three water storage facilities were constructed prior to 1960 and could contain hazardous
materials such as lead-based paint (LBP) or asbestos. LBP and asbestos surveys would be
conducted to determine the presence and form of LBP or asbestos associated with the water
reservoirs. If LBP or asbestos are present, an abatement plan would be produced that
would provide the basis for safe LBP or asbestos abatement. Completion of the LBP and
asbestos surveys and subsequent abatement activities would reduce potential impacts from
LBP or asbestos at the Proposed Action sites to less than significant levels.

The operation and maintenance practices at the water reservoir buildings would not change
if the Proposed Action were implemented.

Water Resources, Floodplains, and Wastewater

Neither of the alternatives is located within the 100-year floodplain (Travis AFB, 2002).
Neither of the alternatives would use groundwater or release water in a way that could
impact groundwater. No impacts to floodplains, flooding, wastewater, or groundwater are
expected from either project alternative.

Alternative 1

If Alternative 1 were selected, no changes to water quality would occur. The three existing
water reservoirs would continue to deteriorate. This deterioration could result in significant
impacts to the water supply in the future.

Alternative 2

Under Alternative 2, demolition of the existing water reservoirs and construction of
replacement reservoirs could result in impacts to the water supply by reducing storage
capacity. Demolition would be phased so that only one water tank would be out of service
at a time. This phasing would reduce impacts to the water supply during demolition and
construction to less than significant levels.

After demolition and construction are complete, the Base would have larger, more reliable
water reservoirs. The effects of the Proposed Action would be beneficial, because replacing
the reservoirs would eliminate the existing tank deterioration and increase the Base’s water
storage capacity.

Construction could produce short-term impacts to the surface water ponds and Union
Creek from erosion during earth-moving activities. The Base currently has a stormwater
permit and a stormwater pollution prevention plan. A dig permit (60 AMW Form 55)
would be acquired prior to construction. The project would comply with applicable restrict-
tions set forth in the stormwater permit, the stormwater pollution prevention plan, and the
dig permit. Best Management Practices would be implemented in accordance with these
permits to prevent erosion. Compliance with the relevant permits and implementation of
Best Management Practices would reduce impacts to the surface water ponds and Union
Creek from construction activities or stormwater discharges to less than significant levels.
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Biological Resources - Federal- and State-listed Threatened or Endangered
Species

Alternative 1

The No Action Alternative would not result in any construction or other changes to the
physical environment and, therefore, not result in impacts to biological resources.

Alternative 2

There are no wetlands on the reservoir sites. Some wetlands are located near Buildings 1520
and 1516 (Travis AFB 2002a and 2003; CH2M HILL, 2003). However, after field review of
wetland vegetative characteristics, it was determined that wetlands near the two reservoirs
would not be affected by the Proposed Action. Exclusion fencing and an environmental
monitor would be used to keep construction equipment away from these areas. Standard
Best Management Practices, such as use of silt fencing, would also be used to avoid impacts
to the adjacent wetlands. Therefore, impacts to wetlands would be less than significant.

Surveys conducted in 1991, 1995, 1999, and 2001 to determine the potential presence of
special-status flora, fauna, or habitats did not identify any special-status species or their
habitats at the Proposed Action sites. Therefore, impacts to special-status species and their
habitats would not occur.

Socioeconomic Resources

Alternative 1

Selection of the No Action Alternative would result in no changes to the socioeconomic
resources at the Base or in Solano County.

Alternative 2

Implementation of Alternative 2 would result in a temporary, beneficial impact to
socioeconomic resources during demolition and construction because it would require a
temporary increase of approximately 30 civilian contract employees (construction workers)
at the Base. Given the ample supply of construction labor in the region, it is anticipated that
construction workers would commute to the work site and would not require temporary
housing.

After demolition and construction activities are complete, the Proposed Action would not
result in long-term change to socioeconomic conditions when compared to the No Action
Alternative. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to onbase or regional
populations.

The expenditure of approximately $8 million for the proposed construction project is minor
compared to ongoing construction activities in the region, and would have no appreciable
effect on the regional economy.
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Cultural Resources

Alternative 1

No cultural resources have been identified at or near water reservoir Buildings 1516, 1518,
or 1520. Travis AFB was surveyed for historic places in accordance with Section 110 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, and the three reservoirs were not identified as historic
(Travis AFB, 2003b). Therefore, no impacts to cultural resources would occur under the No
Action Alternative.

Alternative 2

There are no known archeological sites, historic buildings, or other culturally sensitive areas
at or adjacent to the proposed sites for Alternative 2. Prior to construction, a dig permit

(60 AMW Form 55) would be acquired from the 60t Civil Engineering Squadron Environ-
mental Flight and a contingency plan would be prepared. Because there are no known
cultural resources at or near the Proposed Action sites, there would be no effect on this
resource from the Proposed Action. If an unexpected cultural resource were encountered,
adherence to the dig permit and implementation of the contingency plan would reduce
impacts to less than significant levels.

Land Use

Alternative 1

Under the No Action Alternative, demolition of the current water reservoirs and construc-
tion of replacement water reservoirs would not occur, and there would be no change to the
existing land use.

Alternative 2

According to the Travis Air Force Base General Plan land use maps, the existing and future
land use designation for the Proposed Action sites are industrial (Travis AFB, 2002). The
Proposed Action would not change the land use at the site from existing conditions;
therefore, no impact to land use is anticipated from the Proposed Action.

Transportation System

Alternative 1

Under the No Action Alternative, construction of the replacement water reservoirs would
not occur and existing facilities would continue to be used. Current traffic levels and
patterns would be maintained.

Alternative 2

The roadways affected by the construction traffic, including travel by construction workers
in their personal vehicles to the construction site, would be the main Base thoroughfares,
Turner Drive and Cannon Drive. According to the Travis Air Force Base General Plan, no
significant transportation or parking issues are associated with the roadways that would be
used to gain access to the Proposed Action sites (Travis AFB, 2002). The water reservoirs
would be demolished and constructed in phases so transporting materials would occur
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

intermittently, as needed. Potential traffic impacts resulting from the Proposed Action
would be temporary and less than significant.

Airspace/Airfield Operations

Alternative 1

No change in airspace or airfield operations would result from the No Action Alternative.

Alternative 2

The new water reservoirs would be located outside of airspace or airfield operations areas.
Therefore, construction of the Proposed Action would not result in impacts to airspace or
airfield operations.

Safety and Occupational Health

Alternative 1

Implementing the No Action Alternative would not change safety or occupational health
conditions.

Alternative 2

Implementing the Proposed Action would require demolition of the current facilities and
construction of new facilities, involving military and civilian personnel. Implementation of
the Proposed Action would follow all applicable rules and regulations regarding safety and
occupational health. A health and safety plan for construction would be prepared that
would include requirements such as shoring for excavations. LBP and asbestos surveys
would be completed prior to construction. If LBP or asbestos were discovered, an approved
abatement plan would be adopted that would detail the precautions necessary to protect
worker health and safety. Construction areas would be secured as necessary to prevent
unauthorized personnel from entering the work sites or excavations.

In accordance with the Occupational Safety and Health Act, workers would be provided
with appropriate personal protective equipment, including required traffic safety equip-
ment. The potential for adverse impacts to safety and occupational health are expected to
be minor and limited to the duration of construction.

Impacts to public health from operation of the reservoirs are not anticipated.

Environmental Management (Including Geology, Soils, and Pollution Prevention)

Alternative 1

There would be no change to geology, soils, or pollution prevention if the No Action
Alternative were implemented.

Alternative 2

No important geological or soil resources are present in the area of the Proposed Action.
Construction of Alternative 2 would temporarily disturb soils during demolition and
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

construction. No rare or valuable soils would be disturbed. Therefore, potential impacts to
geology or soils associated the Proposed Action would be less than significant.

Implementation of the Proposed Action would comply with the overall objectives of the
pollution prevention program at Travis AFB. Although construction and demolition of the
facilities would produce some waste in the form of construction debris, measures to prevent
pollution would be taken. A recycling plan would be completed before demolition or
construction began. If recycling were not possible or feasible, the waste would be disposed
of in accordance with applicable regulations and policies. Generation and management of
waste during demolition and construction are expected to meet the pollution prevention
goals set in the Travis AFB Pollution Prevention Management Action Plan.

Waste production during operation of the new water reservoirs would be equal to the
current levels and, therefore, not be affected by the Proposed Action.

Environmental Justice

Alternative 1

Implementation of the No Action Alternative would not affect minority or low-income
populations, or children.

Alternative 2

No minority or low-income populations in the surrounding area would be affected by the
construction of the Proposed Action. In addition, the Proposed Action would not cause any
adverse impacts with the potential to disproportionately affect such populations if they
were present.

The land adjacent to the Proposed Action sites is classified as residential housing and
includes family housing. The construction sites, excavations, and materials would be prop-
erly secured during construction to prevent children from accessing the sites. Securing the
sites during construction would reduce any danger to children to less than significant levels.

Implementation of the Proposed Action would not result in impacts to minority populations
or the health or safety of children.

Indirect and Cumulative Impacts

Implementing the Proposed Action is not expected to result in significant indirect impacts to
environmental or socioeconomic resources. The Proposed Action would not result in
significant growth-inducing effects, induced changes in population, or related effects.

Projects considered for cumulative impacts in the EA are those that are ongoing or planned
to begin within the next 3 years at Travis AFB. Projects being considered beyond 3 years are
too uncertain to be evaluated. Alternative 1, the No Action Alternative, would have no
potential for cumulative impacts.

The potential for cumulative impacts attributable to air quality would be from multiple
construction projects occurring simultaneously. The Proposed Action would conform to the
State Implementation Plan and not be regionally significant. Provided that the planned
projects are not constructed simultaneously, the State Implementation Plan measures for
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each project would be sufficient to prevent any significant cumulative impacts from
construction activities.

Earth-moving activities associated with multiple construction projects occurring
simultaneously could impact water resources by decreasing the quality of surface water
runoff during storm events. Travis AFB currently has a basewide stormwater permit and a
basewide Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. Impacts from multiple actions would be
addressed and reduced to less than significant levels by adhering to the basewide permits
and programs that are currently in place.

The stormwater drainage system and the sanitary sewer system are inadequate for current
Base needs. Future actions would put additional strain on both systems. The Base has
conducted studies to define system deficiencies and is developing remedial measures. The
Proposed Action would not put any further strain on the stormwater or sanitary sewer
systems; therefore, there would be no cumulative impacts to those systems from this action.

Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

No significant unavoidable adverse impacts are expected from construction or operation of
the water reservoirs under the Proposed Action Alternative.

Relationship between Short-term Uses and Enhancement of Long-term
Productivity

The three reservoirs store water that is used to meet the potable water needs of Travis AFB.
The potable water needs at the Base include drinking, washing, and firefighting capacity.
The purpose of the Proposed Action is to construct water reservoirs that are adequate to
meet California Health and Safety Code requirements, the storage requirements of the
Travis AFB Water Master Plan, and the potable water needs of Base operations. The
existing water reservoirs are deteriorating and detract from Base operations because they
are not adequate for Base needs. The problems associated with the existing water reservoirs
(e.g., inadequate water storage capacity) would be exacerbated in the short term because
each reservoir would have to be demolished before it could be replaced. Replacement of the
water reservoirs as outlined in the Proposed Action would alleviate the problems associated
with the existing reservoirs, enhancing the long-term productivity.

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources

The demand for electricity for security lighting and pumping water from the tanks would be
identical to current needs. Therefore, the need for additional resources is not expected
during long-term use of the water reservoirs.
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SECTION 1.0

Purpose of and Need for the Proposed Action

1.1 Introduction

The U.S. Air Force (Air Force) Air Mobility Command at Travis Air Force Base (AFB or
Base) in Fairfield, California (see Figure 1-1; figures are located at the end of each section),
proposes to replace three water reservoirs, which are concrete storage tanks identified on
the Real Property Inventory as Buildings 1516, 1518, and 1520. These reservoirs were built
in the 1940s and 1950s and are deteriorating. The combined volume of the tanks is
approximately 3.7 million gallons.

The three reservoirs are used to store water to meet the potable water needs of Travis AFB.
The potable water needs at the Base include drinking, washing, and firefighting capacity.
Each water reservoir will be demolished and replaced at the existing location. The water
reservoirs will be replaced sequentially to prevent potable water shortages at the Base.

Travis AFB, with the support of Air Mobility Command and the Air Force Center for
Environmental Excellence, has prepared this environmental assessment (EA) in accordance
with National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) implementing regulations 40 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) 1500 through 1508, Air Force Regulation 32 CFR 989, and
Department of Defense directives. This EA has been prepared to determine whether the
Proposed Action would have a significant adverse effect on the quality of the environment.

1.2 Need for the Action

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to provide drinking water storage for Travis AFB in a
manner protective of human health and the environment. The existing reservoirs were built
in 1944 and 1952, and have reached the end of their functional lives. Travis AFB currently
has a drinking water storage capacity of 6.2 million gallons, of which approximately 3.7
million gallons are stored in the existing water reservoir Buildings 1516, 1518, and 1520 (see
Figure 1-2). Another 2.5 million gallons are stored in Building 1512, a reservoir built in 1996
that is adjacent to Building 1520. The following deficiencies are intended to be resolved by
the Proposed Action:

e The reservoirs have been cited by the California Department of Health Services for
violations of the state Health and Safety Code, such as deterioration, lack of overflows,
rust, and cracks.

e The existing water storage capacity is deficient based on the Travis AFB Water Master
Plan, which requires 10.5 million gallons of water storage at Travis AFB.

e The existing reservoirs could compromise the Base’s firefighting capabilities if tank
pressure were to decrease due to a deteriorating reservoir.
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SECTION 1.0 PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

1.3 Objectives of the Action

The objectives for the action are to replace the existing, deteriorating water reservoir
Buildings 1516, 1518, and 1520 with new, larger steel reservoirs designed to meet state
environmental and health and safety requirements for drinking water storage. In addition,
replacing these tanks would increase the water storage capacity at Travis AFB to

10.5 million gallons, as required in the Base Water Master Plan.

1.4 Location of Proposed Action

Travis AFB is located near the City of Fairfield, in Solano County, and extends over approxi-
mately 5,128 acres (see Figure 1-1). The Base is located off Interstate 80, approximately
midway between Sacramento and San Francisco and 7 miles northeast of central Fairfield.

The Proposed Action is located in the northern portion of the Base. Reservoir Building 1516
is located north of Twin Peaks Drive, Reservoir Building 1518 is located north of Tunner
Drive, and Building 1520 is located south of Valley View Way (see Figure 1-2).

1.5 Scope of the Environmental Assessment

This EA documents and analyzes the potential environmental and socioeconomic effects
associated with the Proposed Action relative to the No Action condition.

1.6 Decisio